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BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS

IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA

In the Matter of
Board Case No. MD-01-0138

JACOB PINNAS, M.D.

FINDINGS OF FACT,
Holder of License No. 7507 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
For the Practice of Medicine AND ORDER
In the State of Arizona. .

(Probation)

This matter was considered by the Arizona Board of Medical Examiners (“Board”)
at its public meeting on December 6, 2001. Jacob Pinnas, M.D., (“Respondent”)
appeared before the Board with legal counsel, Peter Akmajian, for a formal intervi’e*v;/v
pursuant to the authority vested in the Board by A.R.S. § 32-1451(l). After due
consideration of the facts and law applicable to this matter, the Board voted to issue the

following findings of fact, conclusions of law and order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Board is the duly constituted authority for the regulation and control of
the practice of allopathic medicine in the State of Arizona.

2. Respondent is the holder of License No. 7507 for the practicej of medicine
in the State of Arizona.

3. The Board initiated case number MD-01-0138 upon receiving notification of
a malpractice settlement involving Respondent’'s care of a 39 year old male patient
(“Patient”).

4. Patient, who had a history of asthma, was considered and accepted by

Respondent for participétibn in a medication study of inhalants. As a part of the study,
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Respondent was to meet with Patient monthly and conduct laboratory studies, including
blood work and urinalysis.

5. On October 30, 1996, Patient’s initial blood work and urinalysis indicated
normal glucose levels. Throughout the study Patient did not indicate any adverse
symptoms or medical problems.

6. On April 24, 1997, blood work indicated a glucose level of 233.
Respondent testified that he discussed this glucose level with Patient. However, there is
no indication in Patient’s chart of such a discussion.

7. On November 5, 1997, blood work indicated a glucose level of 456 and
urinalysis indicated an elevated glucose. Respondent received the results on November
6, 1997 and repeatedly tried to reach Patient by telephone. Respondent was
unsuccessful.

8. Although the Board’s initial investigation indicated that Respondent simply
left a message for Patient, Respondent's counsel informed the Board that a deposition of
Patient's father revealed that Respondent’'s staff had contacted Patient's father, with
whom Patient resided. Patient’s father testified in his deposition that he received the call
from Respondent’s staff and informed Respondent’s staff that Patient was sleeping and

could not be disturbed at the time of the call.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Board of Medical Examiners of the State of Arizona possesses
jurisdiction over the subject matter hereof and over Respondent.

2. The Board has received substantial evidence supporting the Findings of
Fact described above and said findings constitute unprofessional conduct or other

grounds for the Board tgffake disciplinary action.
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3. The conduct and circumstances above in paragraph 6 constitutes
unprofessional conduct pursuant to A.R.S. § § 32-1401(25)(q) “[alny conduct or practice
which is or might be harmful or dangerous to the health of the patient or the public;” and
32-1401(25)(Il) “[clonduct that the Board determines is gross negligence, repeated
negligence or negligence resulting in harm to or the death of a patient.”

ORDER |

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. Respondent is placed on Probation for one year with the following terms
and conditions:

(@) Respondent shali within one year of the effective date of this Order, obtain
12 hours of Board staff pre-approved Category | Continuing Medical Education (CME) in
diagnosis and treatment of diabetes. Respondent is to provide Board staff with
satisfactory proof of attendance. The CME hours shall be in addition to the hours
required for biennial renewal of Respondent’s medical license.

RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW

Respondent is hereby notified that he has the right to petition for a rehearing.
Pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1092.09, as amended, the petition for rehearing rrliust be filed
with the Board’s Executive Director within thirty (30) days after service of this Order and
pursuant to A.A.C. R4-16-102, it must set forth legally sufficient reasons for granting a
rehearing. Service of this order is effective five (5) days after date of mailing. If a motion
for rehearing is not filed, the Board’s'Order becomes effective thirty-five (35) days after it
is mailed to Respondent.

Respondent is fu;ff;;ér notified that the filing of a motion for rehearing is required to

preserve any rights of appeal to the Superior Court.
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DATED this 4?- day of%f_b&m—f. 2002.
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Executive Director

ORIGINAL of the foregoing filed this
Q dayof m@_ 2002 with:
The Arizona Board of Medical Examiners

9545 East Doubletree Ranch Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85258

Executed copy of the foregoing

mailed by U.S. Certified Mail this
day of , 2002, to:

Peter Akmajian

Chandler Tullar Udali & Redhair LLP
33 North Stone

Suite 2100

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1430

Executed copy of the foregoing
mailed by U.S. Tail ima
day of ). 2002, to:

Jacob Pinnas, M.D.

1601 North Tucson Boulevard
Suite 32

Tucson, Arizona 85716-3409

Cgfy of the foregoing hand-delivered this
day OM_,.ZOOZ, to:

Christine Cassetta .~

Assistant Attorney General

Sandra Waitt, Management Analyst
Lynda Mottram, Compliance Officer

BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS
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Lisa Maxie-Mullins, Legal Coordinator (Investigation File)
Arizona Board of Medical Examiners

9545 East Doubletree Ranch Road

Scottsd(ase Arizona 85258
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